Memo to T. Lattanzio 
From: Mayada Logue 


Re: Memorandum to the Committee of Counsel concerning 
ASHRAE 62-1989 Revision 


I concur with some of the points made in a recent memorandum 
concerning the upcoming “radical revision” of Standard 62-1989. 
From my involvement with this process, there are certain 
observations worth noting: 


1. Although there is some skepticism from some committee 
members concerning Tucker’s approach, it is minimal at best. 
Tucker has been very successful at minimizing any members’ 
concern by stated assurances that those concerns would be 
addressed. To date, that has not occurred. 

2. Tucker will use default values for specific contaminants, a 
methodology which was similarly used by EPA in implementing the 
“Clean Air Act”. The methodology Tucker seems to be using is 
modeled after the “Clean Air Act”. Tucker may successfully argue 

that if criteria levels can be established for the outdoor air, the 
same argument could be made for the indoor air. This path, if 
taken, may lead to decreased opposition from the ASHRAE staff and 
membership. 

3. There clearly has been a lack of public involvement in the 
revision process by design engineers. This may be a result of 
budget constraints for many self-employed engineers. If one 
reviews the list of public attendance at the committee meetings, it 
is evident that most represent consulting firms, HVAC 
manufacturers and companies which make products which will be 
adversely impacted by the direction this revision process is taking. 
Relatively few ASHRAE members are aware of the progress which 
is being made on this revision. 

4. The “bad’ economy has also had an impact on ASHRAE 
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membership and research funding. It should be noted that EPA has 
taken a much more active role in ASHRAE; both with added EPA 
membership and research funding. 

5. The reference to the “legal memorandum” to the ASHRAE Board 
of Directors sent by Paul Crammer needs additional comment. 
Although I have not seen a copy of the letter sent by Mr. Crammer, I 
do have a copy of Gene Tucker’s reply to Niel Patterson, President 
of ASHRAE. Tucker’s response concerning ASHRAE’s potential legal 
liability was: “His concerns are more likely about the liability of 
the manufacturing companies that he represents if their products 
are shown to have negative impacts on indoor air quality”. In 
addition, Tucker, defends the proposed changes and adds: “If 
anything, this added clarification about the importance of sources, 
air cleaning, operation and maintenance should decrease the 
liability of ASHRAE and its primary members, the HVAC system 
design engineers”. He further defends the health protection aspect 
of the standard by stating that Standard 62 has aimed to “protect 
occupant health and sensory comfort” for twenty years. 


It is important that no one under estimates Gene Tucker’s resolve 
to get a very stringent new standard written and accepted by the 
full membership of ASHRAE. Tucker has allies within the industry- 
-mainly the filtration manufacturers who will be able to sell 
filtration equipment for the incoming air, and the transfer air. In 
addition, Tucker may envision himself becoming Director of the 
entire Indoor Air Division because of his expertise—especially if 
he is successful in modeling this revised standard on the “Clear Air 
Act”. 

The engineers at RJR concur with my assessment and will be 
writing a memo to their legal counsel on this issue. 
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